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REMARKS 

Applicants, by the aaicndments presented above and the arguments presented belc w. have 
made a concerted effort to present claims which clearly define over the prior art of record and 
thus to place this case in condition for allowance. Claims 1-8, 10-20, 22-24. 26-30. 32-3f , 37- 
42, 44-47 and 49-58 arc currently pending. Claims 57 and 58 are ncw^y added. Claims L 10, 22, 
29, 34 and 39-42 have been amended herein. Claims 9, 21, 25, 31, 36 
been cancelled. Claim 48 has been cancelled herein. 



and 43 have previo jsly 



Claim Refections - 35 U,S. C. §102 | 
Claim.s 1-3. 5-7, 10-12, 19. 22, 24, 26, 28-30. 32-35. 37-42, 48 and 5 1-54 were rejected 
under 35 IJ.S.C. 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by United States Patent No. 2,258,3^2 to 
Tinnerman. 

i 

Applicant has cancelled claim 48 herein and, therefore, considers the rejection of th.s 
claim to be moot. 



Applicant has amended independent claims 1, 10, 29. 34 and 39-42 to change the m t 
having a limited range of movement "in at least two dimensions" to - in three dimensions -. 
Apphcant sutes that the nut of the invention can move in either the "X" or "Y" dimensions, as 
well as the "2" dimension (along the axis of the aperture of the nut). Applicant states that tl e 
Tinnerman '342 patent does not disclose or suggest thai the nut has a limited range of movejncnt 
in three dimensions, rather the Tinnerman '342 patent only discloses the.nut having a limited 
range of movement in the "X" and "Z" dimensions as discussed by the Examiner in the Office 
Action - the nut cannot move in the " dimension. ' 
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Further, on January 12. 2006, Applicant's attorney discussed this proposed amendment to 
these independent cWms with t}>« Examiner and the Examiner agreed that these independent 
claims ^-ilh the proposed amendment would be allowable in view of the Tinnermaii '342 ,ateni, 
as well as in view of the prior art of record. If Applicant's understanding of the Examiner's 
position on this matter is inconcct in any manner, Applicant requests that the Examiner ccnlact 
Applicant's attorney for discussion regarding same. 1 

i 

Tn ^'iew of the foregoing. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance 
of independent claims 1, 10, 29. 34 and 39-42. | 

As claims 2. 3. 5-7, 51 and 52 arc aU ultimately dependent upon independent claim l,and 
because Applicant states that indepcndem claim 1 as amended is in condition for aUowanci. 
AppUcanl respectliilly requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 2, 3, 5-7, 51 and 5.1. 

As claims 11, 12, 19, 53 and 54 arc all ultimately dependent upon independent claiii 10. 
and because Applicant states that independent claim 10 as amended is in condition for allo^.ance, 
Applicant respectfully requcste reconsideration and allowance of claims 1 1 , 1 2, 1 9, 53 and 54. 

As claims 30, 32 and 33 are all ultimately dependent upon indepiendent claim 29, an J ^ 
because Applicant states that independent claim 29 as amended is in coidilion for aUowanc 
Apphcant respectfully requests rct:onsideration and allowance of claims 30, 32 and 33 !^ 
As claims 35. 37 and 38 are all ultimately dependent upon independent claim 34. and ^ 
because Applicant states that independent claim 34 as amended is in condition for allowance S 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 35, 37 and 38 
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With regard to the rejection of independent claim 22, in view of the Examinra-'s 
comments regarding Applicant's previous amendment to independent claim 22 and argun ents 
for allowahility, AppUcant has amended independent claim 22 to remove language regardi ig 
"configured to be" or "capable or* such that the structure of the combination is definitive. In 
view of tliese amendments. Applicant states thai independent claim 22 js allowable over the 
Tinnennan '342 patent as the Tinncrman '342 patent at least does not disclose or suggest tliat the 
nut member directly contacts the base portion. Thus, Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and allowance of independent claim 22. 

As claims 23, 24, 26 and 28 are all ultimately dependent upon lAdependent claim 2: , and 

because Applicant states that independent claim 22 as amended is in condition for aUowance, 

Applicant respectJiilly requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 23, 24, 26 and 28. 

Applicant nates that a minor amendment has been made to claim 26 in view of the amcnditents 

made to independent claim 22, 



Claim Rejections -35 U.S.C. §103 ^ 

Claim 23 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as aUcgedly being unpatentable over O 

o 

United Stales Patent No. 2,258.342 to Tinnerman in view of United Stat^ Patent No. 2,303. 148 

to Tinnerman. ^ 

As claim 23 is dependent upon independent claim 22, which Applicant states is in ^ 

condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration knd allowance of cLiim 5^ 
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Allowable Subject Matter 
The Examiner allowed claims 44-47. 

The Examiner objected to claims 4, 8, 13-18, 20, 27, 49, 50. 55 and 56 as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claims, but indicated that these claims would be allowable^ if 
rewritten in independent fonn lo include all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

In view of Applicant's amendments to independent claims 1, 10. 29 and 34, Appli,ant 
has not amended claims 4. 8, 13-18, 20. 27. 49, 50. 55 and 56 into independent form to inc lude 
all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. As plaims 4. 8 and 49 zre all 
ultimately dependent upon independent claim 1, which Applicant statci is in condition for 
aUowance in view of the amendments made thereto. AppUcant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and allowance of claims 4, 8 and 49. As claims 13-18, 20. 27 and 50 are il 
ultimately dependent upon independem claim 10, which AppUcant states is in condition fo, 
allowance in view of the amendments made thereto. AppUcant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and allowance of claims 13-18. 20. 27 and 50. As claim 55 is ultimately 
dcpendem upon independent claim 29. which Applicant states is in condition for allowance in ^3 
view of the amendments made thereto. Applicant respectfully requests rUohsidenition and lii 
allowance of claim 55. As claim 56 is ultimately dependent upon independent claim 34. which ^ 
Applicant stales is in condition for allowance in view of the amendment^ made thereto. 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of claim 5^6. 
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Newly Added Claims 
Applicant has added ne%v independent claims 57 and 58 herein. 
New claims 57 and 58 are generally comparable to independent claims 1 and 29, 
respectively, except that new claims 57 and 58 require a limited range of movement of the nul 
member in two dimensions (rather than in th«e dimensions), but further require that neither of 
the tvvo dimensions are provided along an axis about which the aperture of the nut member is 
defined. Applic^t states that (he Tix^ennan '342 patent does not disclose or suggest that the nut 
has a limited range of movement in two dimensions, where neither of the two dimensions yrc 
prov ided along an axis about which the aperture of the nut member is iefined. While the 
Tinnerman '342 patent disclo.es the nut having a limited range of movUnt in two dimensions, 
naanely the "X" (according to the Examiner) and »Z" dimensions, as discussed by the Exanriner 
in the Office Action, one of these two dimensions, nantely Uie "2" dimension, is provided Aong 
an axis about wh,ch the aperture of the nm member is defined, as is cleirly illustrated in Fl-i I. 
and as identified by the Examiner on page 4 of the Office Action. j 

Further, on January 12, 2006, Applicant's attorney discussed this proposed addiUon of 
these type of independent claims with the Kxaminer and the Examiner agreed that these 
independent claims would be allowable in view of the Timiennan '342 patent, as well as in dew 8 
of the prior art of record. If Applicant's unde«tanding of the Examiner's position on this matter !j 
is incorrect in any manner. Applicant requests that the Examiner contact Applicant's attorney for ^ 
discussion regarding same. 

•l-hus. Applicaiit respectfully requests consideration and allowance of new independei X 



i 

claims 57 and 58. ko 



Serial No.: 10/674,198 
An Unil: 1679 26 



PAGE 29130 * RCVD AT 1/19/2008 3:33:14 m [Eastern Standanl Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/27 ' DN1S:2738300 ' CSiD:1 312 704 8023 ' DURATION (inin^):08O4 



FROM TREXLER ETAL. (THU) 1. 19' 06 14:27/ST. 14:21/N0. 4860347884 P 30 

Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement 
Applicant filed a SuppleuiCTtal Infonnation Disclosure Statement on January 1 8. ::006 in 
connection with this application. Applicant requests that the claims of this application be 
examined in view of the reference cited in the Supplemental Information Disclosure Statenent. 
Applicant states that the claims of this application aie allowable in view of the reference c ited in 
the Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement. 

In view of the above Amendments and Remarks. Applicants respectfully aubmit ttuu the 
claims of the appUcation are allowable over the rejections of the Examiner. Should the Exmiiner 
have any questions regarding this Amendment, the Examiner is invited to contact one of th 3 
undersigned attomej^ at (312) 704-1890. 



Respectfully submitted. 

Date: 




9)2437 



tichard A. Giangiorgi, Reg. No, 24,284 
James A. O'Malley, Reg. No. 45,952 9? 
TREXLBR. BUSHNELL, GIANGIORGI >< 

BLACKSTONE & MARR, LTD. 
1 05 W. Adams Street. 36* Floor (Jj 
Chicago, Bhnois 60603 —I 
(312)704-1890 

m 
m 

27 



PAGE 30/30 * RCVD AT 1/19/2006 3:33:14 PM {Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPrO-EFXRF-6/27 ' DNiS:2738300 ' CSID:1 312 704 8023 ' DURATION (innv$s):0$-04 



